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budget approaches $3 trillion. It’s more 
than the people that we have here in 
Congress can drag our fine-tooth comb 
through and do as good a job as we can 
do when we elicit the help of the Amer-
ican people. 

So that is where I want to go with 
this. I want to pass the CUT Act, I 
want to pass H. Res. 776, I want to see 
a bill, a shell bill come to the floor of 
the House of Representatives, and then 
I want to see the Members come down 
with their amendments and say, I don’t 
like this spending. This is outrageous. 
We don’t need it. I want to put it up for 
a stand-alone vote, ask for a recorded 
vote on it. 

After awhile, we will have a list of 
those egregious line items, earmarks 
and then just plain overspending that 
aren’t earmarks that can be gleaned 
out of the bill. We will be responsible 
for everything. That is the kind of Con-
gress we need to have, that is the kind 
of Congress we need to become, that is 
the kind of Congress that was envi-
sioned by our Founders, the kind of 
Congress I believe we were, and the 
kind of Congress I believe we need to be 
again. That, Mr. Speaker, is my state-
ment tonight on fiscal responsibility. 

There’s another piece of subject mat-
ter that I wanted to take up before the 
body and that is this renewable energy 
issue, the energy issue altogether, and 
I should broaden this picture out. We 
have worked the last few years to try 
to provide more refineries. We have 
tried to drill offshore in the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf where there are 406 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas. Ninety 
percent of the cost of fertilizer is the 
natural gas that is feedstock for the ni-
trogen; 90 percent of the cost. Yet we 
make it harder instead of easier for 
natural gas to become available here in 
the United States. It comes off the 
market, not on the market. 

We are watching the liquefied nat-
ural gas plants being built in places 
like Venezuela so they can ship their 
natural gas to us across the Caribbean, 
here in the United States, sailing right 
over the top of huge natural gas re-
serves that we are not able to drill 
into. We are watching the liquefied 
natural gas come across from the Mid-
dle East with the same kind of a thing. 

There are tremendous reserves off-
shore in the United States, and it’s 
very difficult to find a place to drill 
that doesn’t have some kind of a regu-
lation that prohibits it. That is the 
struggle that has gone on in this Con-
gress for a number of years, drilling 
the Outer Continental Shelf. I believe 
we ought to drill there for natural gas, 
and I believe we should drill there for 
crude oil as well. Those are our re-
sources. 

Some will say, Well, wouldn’t you 
want to conserve those resources? Why 
would we use them all up? One thing is 
that as the cost goes up, the explo-
ration and the cost to bring this to the 
market becomes more viable economi-
cally. So oil that might have been out 
of reach, gas that might have been out 

of reach for the dollars one can get out 
of it is not out of reach today. We are 
always discovering more and more. 

Additionally, even if it were a zero 
sum game, even if there was a limited 
number of oil and gas underneath the 
territory of the United States, even if 
that were limited, we also believe that 
we will get to the point where we re-
place these energy sources, and we are 
moving in that direction. 

So we should keep this Nation as 
competitive as possible. That means 
use the resources that we have and re-
duce and get to that day when we can 
end dependency on Middle Eastern oil. 
That means drilling ANWAR, drilling 
the Outer Continental Shelf. That 
sounds probably, Mr. Speaker, that I 
am just for drilling. The real answer is 
this: it’s a lot bigger picture and a lot 
more difficult a puzzle. The answer is 
we have so many BTUs out there today 
in the market. Let’s say this is the en-
ergy pie. The answer is we have to 
grow the size of the energy pie. Not 
this many overall BTUs in the market 
for all kinds of energy, but this many. 
When you think about the energy pie, 
the size of the slices can be defined 
with so much for gas, so much for die-
sel out of crude oil, so much for pro-
pane, so much for natural gas, and this 
all adds to the overall BTUs. Some of it 
is nuclear, some of it is hydroelectric, 
some is solar, some is wind, some is 
coal. You add up all these pieces of this 
energy pie. 

There’s another slice of that pie that 
is also a component of the overall 360- 
degree pie and that’s the conservation 
component. We need all of those com-
ponents to solve the problem in this 
country, this problem of economic en-
ergy. Energy affects everything we 
have, everything we are. If you buy a 
cup of coffee, it takes so much fuel to 
get that coffee harvested, transported 
here to the United States, processed, 
delivered, marketed. You can put a lit-
tle gas in the car to go to the store and 
drive back home. There’s an energy 
component to everything we buy. 
Therefore, when costs of energy are 
high, it also raises the cost of every-
thing that we have. 

For our Nation to be competitive, we 
need economic goods and services. 
They need to be competitive with the 
rest of the world. We can do that if our 
energy prices are low and they are 
comparatively low and competitively 
low. I submit we grow the size of the 
energy pie and we put more BTUs on 
the market, we provide more of our 
own crude oil that we can drill for in 
places like ANWAR and in places off-
shore, like the Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

Then, in addition to that, we open up 
more of our ethanol production, more 
of our biodiesel production, the corn- 
based ethanol, the cellulosic ethanol, 
the biodiesel that comes from soybeans 
and other kinds of plant oil and animal 
fats. We put that altogether. And ex-
pansion of the wind generation of elec-
tricity is also significant. The more 

BTUs we put on the market, the more 
supply there is. And we know this is 
supply and demand. Being a function of 
supply and demand, it will either drive 
down the price of overall energy, or it 
will slow the growth in the increase in 
the overall energy. 

I expect that there is going to be 
some other discussion about the avail-
ability of crude oil and ethanol, and I 
will submit that there are some compo-
nents here that are important facts for 
the public to understand, Mr. Speaker. 

As I look at the reports that have 
come out of places like Cornell and UC 
Berkeley, and you see numbers down 
there that say that it takes something 
like seven times the energy to produce 
a gallon of ethanol than you get out of 
it in BTUs, we have had some people 
that are scientists that seem to be on 
some kind of endowment to try to un-
dermine the efficiency of the ethanol 
argument. I have been in the middle of 
this ethanol debate for a long, long 
time; and I would suggest it goes back 
25 or maybe 30 years. I would argue 
that if there is a BTU deficit, it would 
have collapsed on its own by now. 

But there are numbers out there that 
are not based on science. They are sim-
ply numbers that are produced by peo-
ple that oppose renewable fuels eth-
anol. This is the kind of data that has 
been in the Wall Street Journal and 
New York Times of late. I don’t know 
what their motive is, but the argu-
ments look to me like they are con-
trived arguments. Here are some facts 
that I just had delivered to me, and it 
works out like this: 

A gallon of ethanol is 76,100 BTUs, 
and a gallon of E–10 is 111,836 BTUs. 
The gallons of diesel fuel and biodiesel 
are comparable. But if you are going to 
get one BTU out of ethanol, it takes .67 
BTUs to produce it. If you are going to 
get one BTU out of crude oil for gaso-
line, it takes 1.3 BTUs to produce it. So 
in these numbers, it takes more energy 
to crack the equivalent BTUs of a gal-
lon of gasoline out of a barrel of crude 
oil once it arrives at the refinery than 
it does to produce the same BTUs in 
ethanol once the bushel of corn arrives 
at the ethanol plant. 

The numbers that have been pro-
duced otherwise by the folks in places 
like Berkeley, I was on Iowa State’s 
campus here some months ago and 
talking to an undergraduate student 
who began to quote those numbers 
from Berkeley to me. She is going to 
school at Iowa State. 

I said, Why did you go to Berkeley to 
get your data on ethanol? She said, 
That was the report I read. That is the 
one I studied. I said, You are right here 
at Iowa State University. We are the 
number one State producing ethanol in 
America. The data you are looking for 
is right here under your nose. Is any-
one teaching you critical thinking here 
on this campus? 

Apparently not. 
So another piece is the 2006 LDP and 

CCP, the countercyclical payments, for 
corn were $6.8 billion. That will be the 
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